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Kay, thanks for your ongoing input.  I will wait to make more changes until I get other folks' input too.  

Zillich Comments on Powerpoint

Slide 3 – ARSG accomplishments – Depending on what Peter says, likely will  not need this slide.
Suggest acknowledging work done, but not put in a slide, because then the presentation will take
too long.  THIS WILL LIKELY GET CUT DOWN

Slide 11 – Need to make clear how the data that went in to the two graphs previous relate to this
slide.  This is just the 2010 data collected specifically for the HRS? YES

Slide 12  - maybe you don’t need the last 2 columns. WON'THURT TO KEEP - SOME PEOPLE
MAY WANT TO KNOW THEY ARE BASED ON ACUTE AND CHRONIC WATER QUALITY
CRITERIA 

Side 13 – Lots of questions about what this slide says.  LIKELY BECAUSE I DID NOT ADD
NOTES, BUT WHAT ARE THE QUESTIONS?

Slide 14 – I think its good that we are going ahead with the presentation without the final HRS
number.  If you can, I think it would be useful for the group to know if the number might be around
29, or is it 40?  Would it be useful to compare with other sites, and how they rank?  Other Rocky Mt
mine sites rated around 32, or something like that?  

     SCORES ARE DELIBERATIVE AND SUBJECT TO CHANGE UNTIL DATA GAPS GET FILLED AND
MOST SITES RANGE  number is >28.5 but has been wandering around based on URS changes and
our need to fill some data gaps.  I COULD SAY THAT EVERY SITE MUST BE EVALUATED ON IT'S
OWN, BUT THAT SINGLE PATHWAY SITES RANGE FORM 28.5 TO 50, AND MULTIPLE PATHWAY
SITES RANGE FROM 28.5 TO 100 

Slide 16 – Having “ Removal Actions” in the list seems confusing.  Are options 1 thru 3 removal or
remedial?  Or if they are done without EPA money, they are neither?

AGREE IN PART - NEED TO CLARIFY THAT VCPs DON'T INVOLVE EPA, BUT OPTIONS 2-4
WOULD.  REMOVALS SHOUD REMAIN, IT NEEDS TO BE EXPLAINED THAT EPA CAN USE
REMOVALS FOLLOWING LISTING, WHERE THEY CAN BE DONE TO BE CONSISTENT WITH



THE LONG-TERM REMEDIAL OBJECTIVES, AND THEY CAN HELP KEEP ACTION GOING.
PRE-LISTING REMOVALS ARE NOT A CHOICE EPA HAS FOR MULTIPLE SITES IN A
COMPLEX AREA.

Slide 17 – since I don’t see this happening, I would not spend much time on this slide

JUST WANTED TO PUT THE OPTIONS OUT THERE....

Slide 19 – Will this be expanded on?

YES, BUT I NEED INPUT FROM LEGAL SINCE I HAVE NEVER BEEN PART OF THAT END OF
THINGS.

Slide 21 – so what about competing for funds?  What is the likelihood that EPA $ won’t actually be
available to do the work?

NPL sites get priority and we get the ability to request funds early on to start the RI or
removals, risk evals, community involvement interviews right away

Slide 22 – “Experience with other mine sites and communities”.  This will trigger comparison to
Leadville.  Are you prepared to talk about what went wrong at Leadville, and how EPA has
changed?  Or compare to other more recent examples where community is happy?  I would
suggest that you are prepared with a list of recent Colorado examples of NPL, and community
contacts so people can talk to somebody with different experiences than Todd

PLAN TO, AND HOPE JENNIFER CAN HELP WITH THE LEADVILLE PIECE.  I CAN SPEAK TO
A FEW OTHER AREAS

Slide 23 – the top half of this is useful, but the bottom half is redundant.  May want to list other sites
(see my comments on slide 22) on this slide. 

GOOD IDEAS...

Sincerely,

Sabrina Forrest
Site Assessment Manager
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency



1595 Wynkoop Street, Mail Code: 8EPR-B
Denver, CO 80202-1129
Direct Ph: 303-312-6484
Toll Free:  1 800-227-8917, 312-6484
Fax: 303-312-6065
Agency Cell: 303-589-1286

E-mail:  forrest.sabrina@epa.gov

NOTICE:  The information contained in this e-mail is intended only for the use of the recipient(s) named
above.  This message and any attachments may contain confidential or privileged information.  If the reader
is not the intended recipient or an agent responsible for delivering it to the intended recipient, you have
received this document in error and any review, dissemination, disclosure, distribution, use, or copying of the
contents of this message is strictly prohibited.  If you have received this communication in error, please notify
me immediately by e-mail or telephone and destroy all copies of the original message and any attachments.
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(See attached file: KZ Comments on Powerpoin t8_12_11.docx)

Here are my brief ( probably not politically correct) comments and

questions.  In general, I think this is a good presentation, but could

still use some refinement.  Just so things get off to a smooth start, I

think Peter and Sabrina could coordinate significantly on the first few

slides, and how they fit with what Peter will summarize.

(See attached file: BLM CERCLA upper Animas Aug 2011version 2.pptx)

I'm also sending out what my powerpoint currently says.  There will be a

bit more wordsmithing, but content unlikely to change much.  Comments are

welcome.

========================================

Kay Zillich

(only the computer knows me as Cathleen)

Abandoned Mine program

San Juan Public Lands

970-385-1239
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